REPORT OF THE AUDITOR GENERAL TO THE LIMPOPO PROVINCIAL 
LEGISLATURE AND THE COUNCIL ON THE FINANCIAL STATEMENTS AND 
PERFORMANCE INFORMATION OF BLOUBERG MUNICIPALITY FOR THE 
YEAR ENDED 30 JUNE 2007 

Introduction 

1. I audited the accompanying financial statements of Blouberg Municipality which 
comprise the statement of financial position as at 30 June 2007, statement of 
financiai performance, statement of changes in net assets and cash flow statement 
for the year then ended. 

Responsibility of the accounting officer for the financial statements 

2. The accounting officer is responsible for the preparation and fair presentation of 
these financial statements in accordance with the basis of accounting determined 
by the National Treasury, as set out in accounting policy note 1.1. This 
responsibility includes: 

• designing, implementing and maintaining interna! control relevant to the 
preparation and fair presentation of financial statements that are free from 
material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error 

• selecting and applying appropriate accounting policies 

• making accounting estimates that are reasonable in the circumstances. 
Responsibility of the Auditor-General 

3. As required by section 188 of the Constitution of the Republic of South Africa, 1996 
read with section 4 of the Public Audit Act, 2004 (Act No. 25 of 2004) (PAA), my 
responsibility is to express an opinion on these financial statements based on my 
audit. 

4. I conducted my audit in accordance with the International Standards on Auditing and 
General Notice 616 of 2008, issued in Government Gazette No. 31057 of 15 May 
2008. Those standards require that I comply with ethical requirements and plan and 
perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance on whether the financial 
statements are free from material misstatement. 

5. An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts 
and disclosures in the financial statements. The procedures selected depend on the 
auditor's judgement, including the assessment of the risk of material misstatement in 
the financial statements, whether due to fraud or error. In making those risk 
assessments, the auditor considers internal control relevant to the entity’s 
preparation and fair presentation of the financial statements in order to design audit 
procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of 
expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the entity’s internal control. 

6. An audit also includes evaluating the: 

• appropriateness of accounting policies used 

• reasonableness of accounting estimates made by management 



• overall presentation of the financial statements. 

7. Paragraph 1 1 et seq of the Statement of Generally Recognised Accounting Practice, 
GRAP1 Presentation of Financial Statements requires that financial reporting by 
entities shall provide Information on w/hether resources were obtained and used in 
accordance with the legally adopted budget. As the budget reporting standard is not 
effective for this financial year, I have determined that my audit of any disclosures 
made by the municipality in this respect will be limited to reporting on non- 
compliance with this disclosure requirement. 

8. I believe that the audit evidence I have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to 

provide a basis for my audit opinion. 

Basis of accounting 

9. The municipality's policy is to prepare financial statements on the basis of 
accounting determined by the National Treasury, as set out in accounting policy note 

Basis for adverse opinion 

Corresponding figures 

10. In my previous year’s audit report dated 31 August 2007, 1 was unable to express an 
audit opinion on the financial statements of the municipality for the year ended 30 
June 2006. The qualification matters have not been resolved and my audit report is 
modified regarding corresponding figures. 

Disclosure inadequacies 

11. The financial statements submitted for the year under review were incomplete and 
did not comply with the disclosure requirements of the Standards of Generally 
Recognised Accounting Practice (GRAP) and Generally Accepted Municipal 
Accounting Practice (GAMAP). Material deviations from the following accounting 
statement requirements were identified: 

• presentation of financial statements 

• cash flow statements 

• accounting policies, changes in accounting estimates and errors. 

• inventories 

• property, plant and equipment 

• provisions, contingent liabilities and assets 


revenue 



Grants 


12. Grants to the amount of R47.8 million as disclosed the statement of financial 
performance could not be verified in terms of the completeness, accuracy and 
classification due to a lack of general ledger details and supporting documentation 
as reported below. 

13. Equitable share to the amount of R30.7 million could not be verified as the arnount 
recorded for the year under review was R2.9 million more than the amount published 
in the relevant Government Gazette in terms of DORA. This difference could not be 
explained. In addition, the note to the financial statements does not have any detail 
to specify the equitable share on the financial statements, 

14. Conditional grants to the amount of R20,7 million were accounted for in the financial 
records of the municipality during the year under review. I could not obtain 
supporting documentation detailing the use and conditions of these grants. 

15. In addition, the municipality received grants from Capricorn District Municipality and 
the Department of Minerals and Energy of R9,3 million during the year under review. 

I could not obtain supporting documentation to substantiate these grants nor could I 
determine whether these amounts were included in the annual financial statements. 

1 6. Grants amounting to R283 776 could not be traced to the bank statements. 

Service charges 

17. The statement of financial performance disclosed service charges to the amount of 
R5.7 million. The occurrence, completeness, accuracy and correct classification of 
this amount could not be verified due to the following; 

• an unreconciled difference of R0,2 million existed between the trial balance 
(R5.9 million) and the annual financial statements {R5.7 million) as at 30 June 
2007 

• supporting documentation for service charges to the amount of R1 .4 million 
could not be submitted for audit purposes 

• receipts to the amount of R927 150 as per the cash balancing report could not 
be agreed to the general ledger. In addition, I could not agree receipts to the 
amount of R3.1 million to the deposits on the bank statements 

• I was unable to obtain a reconciliation between the receipts listing (R2.9 million) 
and the service charges in the genera! ledger (R9.3 million) 

• supporting documentation for pre-paid electricity to the amount of R429 782 
could not be submitted for audit purposes 

• pre-paid electricity to the amount of R250 458 was recorded inclusive of Value 
Added Tax VAT, resulting in service charges being overstated by R30 758 and 
VAT payable to SARS understated with the same amount 

• water and electricity meter readings were not taken in June 2007. This resulted 
in service charges as well as consumer debtors being understated with an 



unknown amount as at 30 June 2007. The records of the municipality do not 
permit alternative procedures to calculate the amounts understated. 

Other income 

18. The statement of financial performance disclosed other income as R1.7 million. The 
completeness and accuracy of this amount could not be verified due to the following; 

e supporting documentation for service charges to the amount of R60 865 could 
not be submitted for audit purposes 

• transactions dated after year end amounting to R82 647 were included in the 
accounting records for the year ended 30 June 2007. I could not obtain any 
supporting documentation for these transactions. 

Income from traffic department 

19. The statement of financial performance disclosed no income for the traffic 
department. The occurrence, completeness and classification of income from traffic 
department could not be verified due to the following; 

• according to reports received from the traffic department the municipality 
received income from traffic services amounting to R2.1 million. However, 
supporting documentation for this income could not be submitted for audit 
purposes 

• generally Accepted Municipal Accounting Practise note 9.41 requires that certain 
estimates should be made at year end based on the summonses issued and 
amounts collected which was not done at year end. These estimates were not 
made. 

Interest earned 

20. According to the statement of financial performance interest earned on external 
investments amounted to R220 155 whilst interest earned as per the bank 
confirmation amounted to R449 252, resulting in interest earned on the statement of 
financial performance being understated with R229 097. The other account/s 
understated could not be determined. 

Rental income 

21. The statement of financial performance disclosed rental of facilities as R8 880. The 
accuracy, completeness and classification of rental income could not be verified due 
to the following; 

• supporting documentation for rental income to the credit amount of R31 535 as 
well as a debit amount of R30 411 could not be submitted for audit purposes 




a transaction of R1 6 951 was not recorded in the general ledger. 



Property rate income 

22. The statement of financial performance disclosed property rates income as 
R427 522. The completeness of income from property rates could not be verified 
due to the following: 

• an un-reconciled difference of R2,9 million existed between the trial balance {R3,4 
million) and the annual financial statements (R427 522) as at 30 June 2007 

• The municipality recognised assessment rates on a cash basis and did not 
provide for unpaid assessment rates at year-end. The records of the municipality 
do not permit alternative procedures to calculate the amounts understated. 

Employee related costs 

23. Employee related costs disclosed in the statement of financial performance 
amounted to R15.7 million for the year under review. The occurrence, completeness, 
accuracy and classification of this amount could not be verified due to the following: 

• an un-reconciled difference of R3.5 million existed between the trial balance 
(R19.2 million) and the annual financial statements (R15.7) as at 30 June 2007 

• monthly reconciliations between the salary system and the general ledger could 
not be provided for audit purposes, resulting in the total employee cost as 
disclosed in the financial statements not being substantiated. The financial 
records of the municipality do not permit alternative procedures to be performed 
in this regard 

• the payroll reports for October 2006, December 2006, March 2007, April 2007 
and May 2007 were not submitted for audit purposes, placing a limitation on the 
scope of the audit. The financial records of the municipality do not permit 
alternative procedures to be performed in this regard 

• no leave provision was accounted for in the financial records of the municipality. 
Since I also confirmed that inadequate leave records were kept I was unable to 
determine the correct value of the leave provision 

• overtime to the amount of R1,2 million was paid to employees during the year 
under review. No overtime schedules were completed, reviewed and approved by 
designated officials 

• no supporting documentation for a transaction, disclosed as performance 
bonuses, to the amount of R238 058 was made available to audit. As no 
performance bonuses were paid during the year under review, it appears as if this 
amount was incorrectly classified. 

Remuneration of councillors 

24. Remuneration of councillors disclosed in the statement of financial performance 
amounted to R2.4 million for the year under review. An un-reconciled difference of 
R3.7 million existed between the trial balance (R6.1 million) and the annual financial 
statements (R2.4 million) as at 30 June 2007. 



Repairs and maintenance, Contracted services, General expenses and Bulk 
purchases 

25. Repairs and maintenance, Contracted services, General expenses and Bulk 
purchases disclosed in the statement of financial performance amounted to R14.5 
million for the year under review. The occurrence, completeness, accuracy, cut-off 
and classification of this amount could not be verified due to the following: 

• an un-reconciled difference of R3.5 million existed between the trial balance (R18 
million) and the annual financial statements (R14,5 million) as at 30 June 2007 

• supporting documentation for transactions to the amount of R12.3 million 
(General expenses: R7.5 million and repairs and maintenance: R4.8 million) were 
not available for audit. In addition, supporting documentation for transactions 
subsequent to year end amounting to R1.2 million were not available for audit 

• I could not obtain any supporting documentation, including tender documents 
and progress reports, for infrastructure projects. Amounts paid to contractors 
could therefore not be determined and evaluated. 

Creditors 

26. With reference to paragraph 10 above, supporting documentation for income 
received in advance to the amount of R10,4 million as at 1 July 2006 were not 
provided for audit purposes. 

27. Creditors disclosed in the statement of financial position amounted to R11.4 million 
for the year under review. The existence, rights and obligations, completeness, 
valuation and classification of this amount could not be verified due to the following: 

• an un-reconciled difference of R6.1 million existed between the trial balance (R5.3 
million) and the annual financial statements {R11.4 million) as at 30 June 2007 

• the balance as per the creditor's listing of R6.9 million rand does not agree to the 
balance in the statement of financial position of R11.4 million. The difference of 
R4.5 million could not be reconciled by the municipality 

• according to section 99(c)(i) of the MFMA expenditure is recognised when 
incurred and not when paid. Expenditure was however only recognised when 
payments were made. Therefore, invoices received before year end but paid after 
year end were not recognised as current liabilities. The records of the municipality 
do not permit alternative procedures to calculate the amounts understated 

• I could not obtain any supporting documentation for various suspense accounts 
amounting to R9 million. I could also not determine whether this amount was 
included in the annual financial statements. 

Unspent conditional grants and receipts 

28. The statement of financial position at 30 June 2007 disclosed no balance for 
unspent conditional grants and receipts, furthermore, no schedule detailing the 
opening balance, usage and additional grants received for conditional grants was 



provided for audit purposes. I could therefore not determine the completeness of 
unspent conditional grants at year end. 

The records of the municipality do not permit alternative procedures to calculate the 
amount understated. 


VAT 

29. VAT disclosed in the statement of financial position amounted to R291 504 for the 
year under review. The existence, rights and obligations as well as the valuation and 
classification of this amount could not be verified due to the following; 

• an un-reconciled difference of R31 226 existed between the trial balance (R322 
730) and the annual financial statements (R291 505} as at 30 June 2007 

• I could not agree the balance at year end to a VAT return due to supporting 
documentation not available. Furthermore, the VAT control account was not 
reconciled 

• I could not determine whether VAT on grants received was treated correctly in 
terms of the VAT Act due to unavailable supporting documentation 

Cash and cash equivalents 

30. Cash and cash equivalents is disclosed as an overdraft to the amount of R6.1 million 
on the statement of financial position. The completeness and valuation and 
allocation of this amount could not be verified due to the following: 

• an un-reconciled difference of R2.6 million existed between the trial balance (R8.7 
million) and the annual financial statements {R6.1 million) as at 30 June 2007 

• the bank confirmation indicates a positive balance of R1 .9 million for the primary 
bank account whilst R6.2 million was disclosed as bank overdraft in the financial 
statements, resulting in an un-reconciled difference of R8.1 million 

• the bank confirmation included information regarding two cheque accounts with a 
positive balance of R161 242 in total. It seems if these bank accounts were not 
accounted for in the financial records of the municipality. 

Suspense Account 

31. With reference to paragraph 10 above, supporting documentation for suspense 
accounts to the amount of R10,2 million as at 1 July 2006 were not provided for 
audit purposes. 

Property, plant and equipment 

32. With reference to paragraph 10 above, the completeness and existence of fixed 
assets to the amount of R33,7 million as at 1 July 2006 could not be confirmed due 
to the lack of an fixed asset register. 

33. Property, plant and equipment according to the statement of financial position 
amounted to R61.6 million for the year under review. The existence, rights and 



obligations, completeness and valuation and allocation of assets could not be 
verified due to the following: 

• no fixed asset register that agrees to the amount disclosed in the financial 
statements was provided for audit purposes 

• documentation to support asset acquisitions of R26.6 million could not be 
provided for audit purposes 

• no physical asset verification was performed during the year under review, 
including at year-end to verify the physical existence of assets. 

Investments 

34. With reference to paragraph 10 above, the call investment deposit balance of R3.2 
million as at 1 July 2006 was misstated by R126 720. 

35. Investments according to the statement of financial position amounted to R3,2 
million as disclosed on the statement of financial position. The existence, rights and 
obligations, completeness and valuation and allocation of investments could not be 
verified due to the following: 

• no external investment register that agrees to the amount disclosed in the 
financial statements was provided for audit purposes. However, bank 
confirmations obtained indicated that investments are overstated by R2.1 million 

• investments to the amount of R999 000 are ceded to a third party. This fact and 
related information was not disclosed on the financial statements. 

Call Investment deposit 

36. With reference to paragraph 10 above, the call investment deposit balance of R4,1 
million was misstated by R786 497. 

37. The call investment deposit according to the statement of financial position 
amounted to R4.1 million as disclosed on the statement of financial position. The 
existence, rights and obligations, completeness and valuation and allocation of 
investments could not be verified due to the following: 

• no external investment register that agrees to the amount disclosed in the 
financial statements was provided for audit purposes. However, bank 
confirmations obtained indicated that the call investment deposit are overstated 
by R3,9 million. 

Consumer debtors 

38. Consumer debtors amounted to R8.4 million on the statement of financial position. 
The existence, rights and obligations and valuation and allocation of consumer 
debtors could not be verified due to the following: 

• an un-reconciled difference of R2.7 million existed between the trial balance 
(R5.7 million) and the annual financial statements {R8.4 million) as at 30 June 
2007 



• no supporting documentation to substantiate the decrease on a suspense 
account from R10.2 million on 30 June 2006 to RO during 2007 was provided for 
audit purposes. Management could not give any explanation for this variance 

• no detailed debtors’ listing and age analysis at 30 June 2007 was provided for 
audit purposes 

• the recoverability of consumer debtors was not assessed by management which 

could result in consumer debtors being overstated at year-end. 

Consumer deposits 

39. An un-reconciled difference of R53 526 million existed between the trial balance 
(R53 526) and the annual financial statements (RO) as at 30 June 2007. 

40. No sub-register regarding consumer deposits to the amount of R53 526 according to 
the trial balance was provided for audit purposes. 

Inventory 

41. Inventory was not disclosed in the financial statements of the municipality as 
required by GAMAP 12. An inventory listing does not exist for the year under review 
and a physical verification of inventory was not performed. 

The valuation of inventory could therefore not be verified. 

Contingent liabilities 

42. Contingent liabilities to the amount of R1.2 million were not disclosed in the notes to 
the financial statements. 

Accumulated surplus 

43. I could not perform any work on the accumulated surplus of R42.7 million. The 
statement of changes In net assets in the financial statements is not completed and 
an un-reconciled difference of R1.6 million existed between the trial balance (R44.3 
million) and the annual financial statements (R42.7 million) as at 30 June 2007. 

Government grant reserve 

44. The government grant reserve amounted to R16.6 million on the statement of 
financial position. I could not obtain any supporting documentation to substantiate 
this balance. The existence, rights and obligations, completeness and valuation and 
allocation of the government grant reserve could not be verified. 

Adverse opinion 

45. In my opinion, because of the significance of the matters described in the Basis for 
adverse opinion paragraphs, the financial statements do not present fairly, in all 
material respects the financial position of Blouberg Municipality as at 30 June 2007, 
and its financial performance and cash flows for the year then ended, in accordance 
with GRAP/GAMAP & GAAP, and in the manner required by the MFMA and DoRA. 



Emphasis of matters 

I draw attention to the following matters: 

Amendments to the applicable basis of accounting 

46. As set out in accounting policy note 1.1, the municipality has adopted standards of 
GRAP/GAMAP. I have identified that National Treasury did not approve a deviation 
from the basis of accounting applicable to the municipality in terms of General 
Notice 552 of 2007, issued in terms of Government Gazette No. 30013 of 29 June 
2007. 

47. The annual financial statements of Blouberg Municipality should have been 
prepared in accordance with the standards of IMFO as provided in the Code of 
Practice (1997) and the report of Annual Financial Statements (2nd edition, January 
1996) 

Going concern 

48. The financial statements have been prepared on a going concern basis which 
assumes that the municipality will be able to meet its obligations in the normal 
course of business. The financial statements do not reflect any adjustments, which 
could be material to the carrying value of assets and liabilities, the reported 
revenues and expenses and balance sheet classifications. Due to the current state 
of the accounting records I could not determine whether all liabilities are disclosed 
which could have an effect on the going concern of the municipality in future. 


OTHER MATTERS 
Internal controls 

49. The table below depicts the root causes that gave rise to the inefficiencies in the 
system of internal control, which led to the disclaimer of opinion. The root causes 
are categorised according to the five components of an effective system of internal 
control. In some deficiencies exist in more than one internal control component. 





Rental income 
Property rate income 


Employee related costs 


Remuneration of councillors ^ 


Repairs and maintenance, 

Contracted services, 

General expenses 
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Unspent conditional grants 

and receipts 

VAT 

Cash and cash equivalents 

Property, plant and 
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Investments 

Call Investment deposit 
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Government grant reserves ^ 

Control environment : establishes the foundation for the internal control system 
discipline and structure for financial reporting* 


by providing fundamental 


Risk assessment : involves the identification and analysis by management of relevant financial reporting risks 
to achieve predetermined financial reporting objectives* 

Control activities : policies, procedures and practices that ensure that management’s financial reporting 
objectives are achieved and financial reporting risk mitigation strategies are carried out* 

Information and communication : supports all other control components by communicating control 
responsibilities for financial reporting to employees and by providing financial reporting information in a 
form and time frame that allows people to carry out their financial reporting duties* 

Monitoring : covers external oversight of internal controls over financial reporting by management or other 
parties outside the process; or the application of Independent methodologies, like customised 
rocedures or standard checklists, by employees within a process* 

















Non-compliance with applicable legislation 

DORA 

50. Section 12 of DoRA regulates the duties of receiving officers in respect of Scheduie 
5 or 6 allocations. However, the municipality did not submit, as part of the report 
required in terms of section 71 of the MFMA, a report to the relevant transferring 
national or provincial officer that meet the requirements of section 12(4) of Dora. 

MFMA 

51 . No proof was submitted for audit purposes that the 2006/2007 budget was approved 
by council as required in sections 16 and 24 of the MFMA. 

Local Government: Municipal Systems Act, 2000 (Act No. 32 of 2000) (MSA) 

52. The municipality did not develop a system of delegations to maximise administrative 
and operational efficiency as required by section 59 of the MSA. 

53. The municipality does not have a credit and debt collection policy as required by 
section 96 (b) of the MSA. 

54. Contrary to section 74 of the MSA, the municipality did not adopt and implement a 
tariff policy on the levying of fees for municipal services provided by the municipality 
itself which complies with the provisions of this Act, the Municipal Finance 
Management Act and any other applicable legislation. 

Public Office -Bearers Act, 1998 (Act no. 20 of 1998) 

55. Government notice R.1224, issued in terms of sections 7(1), 8(5)(a) and 9(5)(a) of 
the Public Office Bearers Act, 1998 (Act no. 20 of 1998) determined the upper limits 
of the salaries, allowances and benefits of the different members of municipal 
councils. I could not obtain a council resolution to verify whether salaries and 
allowances to councillors were approved as required in the preamble to this 
government notice. 

56. According to notice nr 1227 of 2007 from the Department of Local Government and 
Housing dated 25 January 2008, members of the council were to be remunerated in 
terms of grade 3 limits as set by the Government Gazette starting from the 
2007/2008 financial year end. For the 2006/2007 year members of the Municipal 
Council have already been paid in terms of Grade 3 limits. The resulting 
overpayment of R1.1 million is regarded as irregular expenditure. 

Matters of governance 

57. The MFMA tasks the accounting officer with a nurhber of responsibilities concerning 
financial and risk management and internal control. Fundamental to achieving this is 
the implementation of certain key governance responsibilities, which I have 
assessed as follows: 




I 

I 


Audit committee 



• The municipality had an audit committee in operation throughout the 
financial year. 


>7 

• The audit committee operates in accordance with approved, written 
terms of reference. 



• The audit committee substantially fulfilled its responsibilities for the year, 
as set out in section 166(2) of the MFMA. 


✓ 

Internal audit 



• The municipality had an internal audit function in operation throughout 
the financial year. 

✓ 


• The internai audit function operates in terms of an approved internal 
audit plan. 



• The internal audit function substantially fulfilled its responsibilities for the 
year, as set out in section 165(2) of the MFMA. 



Other matters of governance 



The annual financial statements were submitted for audit as per the 
legislated deadlines section 126 of the MFMA for municipalities and 
municipal entities. 


✓ 

The financial statements submitted for audit were not subject to any material 
amendments resulting from the audit. 


✓ 

No significant difficulties were experienced during the audit concerning 
delays or the unavailability of expected information and/or the unavailability 
of senior management. 


✓ 

The prior year's external audit recommendations have been substantially 
implemented. 


V 

A formal risk assessment and fraud prevention plan were done by the 
municipality. 


V' 


58. The supplementary information set out from Appendix A to Appendix E do not form 
part of the financial statements and is presented as additional information. I have 
not audited these schedules and accordingly I do not express an opinion on them. 

OTHER REPORTING RESPONSIBILITIES 

REPORT ON PERFORMANCE INFORMATION 

59. I was engaged to audit the performance information. 

Responsibility of the accounting officer for the performance information 

60. In terms of section 121(3)(c) of the MFMA, the annual report of a municipality must 
include the annual performance report of the municipality prepared by the 
municipality in terms of section 46 of the Local Government: Municipal Systems Act, 
2000 (Act No. 32 of 2000) (MSA). 

Responsibility of the Auditor-General 

61. I conducted my engagement in accordance with section 13 of the PAA read with 
General Notice 616 of 2008, issued in Government Gazette No. 31057 of 15 May 
2008 and section 45 of the MSA. 

62. in terms of the foregoing my engagement included performing procedures of an 
audit nature to obtain sufficient appropriate evidence about the performance 














information and related systems, processes and procedures. The procedures 
selected depend on the auditor’s judgement. 

63. I believe that the evidence I have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a 
basis for the audit findings reported below/. 

Audit findings (performance information) 
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64. The annual report of the municipality did not include the annual performance report 
of the municipality prepared by the municipality in terms of section 46 of the MSA, 
as required by section 121(3) of the MFMA. 

65. The municipal council did not, within the prescribed period after the start of its 
elected term adopt a single, inclusive and strategic plan for the development of the 
municipality, as required by section 25 of the MSA. 

66. The integrated development plan of the municipality did not include the key 
performance indicators and performance targets determined in terms of its 
performance management system, as required by section 26{i) of the MSA. 

APPRECIATION 

67. The assistance rendered by the staff of Blouberg Municipality during the audit is 
sincerely appreciated. 




Polokwane 


31 August 2008 




